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3 "We have seen how money is transformed into capital; how surplus-value is made through capital, and how more capital is made from surplus-value. But the accumulation of capital presupposes surplus-value; surplusvalue presupposes capitalist production; capitalist production presupposes the availability of considerable masses of capital and labour-power in the hands of commodity producers. The whole movement, therefore, seems to turn around in a never-ending circle, which we can only get out of by assuming a primitive accumulation [...] which precedes capitalist accumulation; an accumulation which is not the result of the capitalist mode of production but its point of departure." (Marx, 1976, p.873) . 4 "The starting-point of the development that gave rise both to the wage-labourer and to the capitalist was the enslavement of the worker. The advance made consisted in a change in the form of this servitude, in the transformation of feudal exploitation into capitalist exploitation. […] In the history of primitive accumulation, all revolutions are epoch-making that act as levers for the capitalist class in the course of its formation; but this is true above all for those moments when great masses of men are suddenly and forcibly torn from their means of subsistence, and hurled onto the labour market as free, unprotected and rightless proletarians.". (Marx, 1976, p.875-876). by monetary competition because they are strongly established on their traditional values and are economically self-sufficient. The fact that the pre-industrial communities are often oppressive, unjust and unequal may lead to instability and rebellion but not to industrialization and commodification. Only a violent disruption of preindustrial non-commodified orders makes economic self-sufficiency no longer viable and leads, in some cases and at specific historical conditions, to industrialization, commodification and capitalist revolution. The two main examples of primitive accumulation given by Marx -enclosures and colonialism -are important in order to understand his line of thinking on the matter.
Enclosures, that is the abolition by law and force of agricultural community rights to cultivate lands which was sponsored by the landlords against peasant communities, had been happening in western Europe, mainly but not only in England, for many centuries, starting from the 12 th century and becoming increasingly more frequent in the 17 th and 18 th centuries. Often enclosures were only a matter of power and domination for landowners that wanted to recuperate more land for hunting games and, in any case, not related directly to commodification and industrialization. However, the disruption of the traditional ways of survival in agricultural communities had two unwanted effects that have been important in favouring the capitalist industrial revolution. A large number of peasants no longer able to survive in the countryside had to migrate to the cities where they survived as vagrants, thieves, servants, and so on; later they would become a good source for the new working class in factories. At the same time, the villagers still practicing a peasant economy had to find ways of producing resources for survival in order to compensate the ones lost by the prohibition to cultivate the enclosed lands. They thus intensified agricultural and textile work. Increasing the intensity of land cultivation contributed to the beginning of the agriculture industrialization. On the other hand, village textile production traded by merchants contributed substantially to the early development of the manufacturing revolution, particularly in England. and contradictions. Here, in order to better achieve the goal of the article, we will be concise on the question, which has been at the centre of all the Marxist economic debates, and we will skip the controversies on surplus value and exploitation.
The core of capitalist accumulation is market competition, commodification and the capacity to make profits. For Marx the commodity production system is contradictory and unstable, even beyond the question of exploitation of workers, because market competition systematically disconnects the needs of the population from their capacity to buy goods for survival, as established by their monetary income, and from the quality and quantity of goods produced. This systematic mismatch is in part transformed in increasing economic inequalities and impoverishment of people but also in recurrent overproduction crisis where jobs, goods and firms are destroyed. When Polanyi discusses the question of human work in the capitalist labour market as a fictitious commodity that is unsustainable, he is clearly inspired by this reasoning of Marx. The workers are paid according to the value set by market competition that has nothing to do with the resources they need to survive and live in societies where the traditional community support has been destroyed by primitive accumulation according to Marx and by the double movement according to Polanyi. Here we have anticipated a comparative point that we will discuss later on.
The limits and contradictions of capitalist accumulation according to Marx can be synthesized as follows. Accumulation occurs by increasing productivity prompted by the introduction of organizational changes and new machinery, which systematically displace living labour, that is workers. Condemned to unemployment and lower wages workers will face impoverishment and will respond with rebellion. Meanwhile, the increased productivity will turn to overproduction and escalating competition, which will make the rate of profit fall, Keynes is optimistic on the social impact of the great increase of productivity because he assumes that it will be redistributed to the whole population that will work only a fifteen-hour week shift and have a lot of free time to dedicate to other activities. He is aware of the question of the distribution of wealth but, contrary to Marx and Polanyi, he assumes that it will be over without traumatic conflicts. "All kinds of social customs and economic practices, affecting the distribution of wealth and of economic rewards and penalties, which we now maintain at all costs, however distasteful and unjust they may be in themselves, because they are tremendously useful in promoting accumulation of capital, we shall be free, at last, to discard." (1930, p.364) without considering the question of its reconstitution and leading to great ecological disasters.
And finally, he is a pioneer on the forecast of the financialization disasters pointing to the perspective of the autonomous growth of the financial market oppressing the material economy and increasing the economic inequalities.
Polanyi is not only worried by the devastation produced by the disembedding part of the movement, but also by the fact that re-embedding, in order to combine market competition and social protection and inclusion, can take the form of repressive and authoritarian regimes. The success of fascism and Nazism in-between the two world wars is for him a sign of the great fragility of market societies. As well noticed by Piore (2008) However, as the idea of the double movement begins at a precise historical moment when the diffusion of market occasions and the process of industrialization started to subvert the traditional ways of life of the peasant societies we can also assume that the process will arrive at an end when the commodification subversion can no longer take place. 8 In The Great Transformation Polanyi gives many historical examples of the impact of marketization in XIX century Britain in terms of confrontations and political conflicts where opposing social forces are clearly identified. However, he does not develop a vision on how the re-embedding motion takes place in terms of more or less organized forms of action in favour of the building of new social bonds and forms of social solidarity. 9 "I propose to broaden Polanyi's problematic to encompass a third project that crosscuts his central conflict between marketization and social protection. This third project, which I call emancipation, aims to overcome forms of domination rooted in both economy and society.
[…] struggles for emancipation constitute the missing third that mediates every conflict between marketization and social protection. The effect of introducing this missing third will be to transform the double movement into a triple movement." (Fraser 2011: 140) 105 revision is problematic. The double movement is in fact simultaneously constituted by two discerning parts: the disembedding motion activated by the competitive market and the reembedding motion activated by the necessity to create new social bonds in order to keep societies alive. The immediate and casually linked character of the two parts of the double movement is a key feature of the concept.
However, the double movement puts in motion the promotion of individual identities and agencies that give life to the emancipation movements opposing traditional and new forms of oppression. The double movement originates the processes of democratisation, liberation and emancipation but these are not an instantaneous third part of the double movement itself.
Emancipation movements vary across times and contexts, and oppose both the traditional forms of oppression (for instance patriarchy both in the reciprocity forms of organisation -in families and communities -and in market and state organisations) and the new forms of oppression Beyond the general idea that history is a product of class struggles, Marx assumes that the confrontation between capitalists and the new industrial working class is the core of the political dynamic of capitalism. His idea is that the capitalist mode of production is crisis ridden, unsustainable and contradictory but it does not collapse by itself. The mobilization and struggle of the organized working class is necessary to terminate capitalism and establish a new socioeconomic order (mode of production). Then how this process happens in the process of capitalist historical transformation is not at all clear. It is difficult to imagine that the working class becomes at the same time increasingly conscious and well organized, on the one hand, and desperate and impoverished, on the other. We know historically that the working class of the western industrialized countries has become increasingly mobilized and organized, as predicted by Marx, but this has not only prevented impoverishment, but it has allowed to acquire social and political rights. We cannot go any further into this discussion, but it may still be interesting now to learn from and because of the global diversity. However, the unsustainability of capitalism as learned from
Marx and Polanyi is a good starting point to criticize the oppression of inequalities and domination, and to understand the direction of unpredictable change fashioned by human agencies.
The paradigm of unsustainable capitalist development inspired by Marx and Polanyi is an important tool in order to focus on the real tensions, contradictions and sufferance of the present dynamic of capitalism and to elude the orthodox illusions of growth, equilibrium and competitiveness. The question of the end of capitalism or the double movement of market societies has just begun to be addressed and discussed (Wallerstein and others, 2013; Streeck, 2016; Streeck and others, 2016; Harvey, 2014) . The discussion raises the question of human agencies that create a socio-political order alternative to the capitalist one. In a recent book, Streeck (2016, p. 59) takes a pessimist position on the possibility to activate and mobilise movements able to regenerate social cohesion and a new, socially inclusive society:
'The demise of capitalism … is unlikely to follow anyone's blueprint. As the decay progresses, it is bound to provoke political protests and manifold attempts at collective 11 The capitalist process is now, at the time, generating increasing inequalities in the life conditions of citizens of industrialized countries while dramatically changing the life chances of billions of citizens in the global south. It is difficult to say how this controversial process will go on. As noticed by Wallerstein et al. (2013, p.186) : "Only after 1945 were the former peasants and working classes of the West and Soviet bloc factored into social security and prosperity by their national states. In total, this amounted to several hundred millions people. But are there now resources, let alone political will, to factor in several billion people in the global South?"
